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NEXSEN PRUET

Marcus A. Manos
Member
Admitted in SC, NC, DC

March 1, 2006 5
=
VIA HAND DELIVERY AND ELECTRONIC MAIL = M
P 0D
-
Charles L.A. Terreni - ’“:"_""‘_ZT,:
Chief Clerk/Administrator == ;—“;'7-?;
The Public Service Commission of South Carolina O O *"j
Synergy Office Park e =T
101 Executive Center Drive
Columbia, South Carolina 29211
Re: IN RE: DOCKET NO. 2003-273-E
Aiken Electric Cooperative, Inc.-Complainant/Petitioner v.
South Carolina Electric & Gas Company-Defendant/Respondent
Dear Mr. Terreni:
Charleston Enclosed for filing with the Commission is the original and eleven copies of

an Appendix of Testimony and Exhibits to the Record Cited in Aiken
Electric Cooperative, Inc.’s Memorandum in Support of Motion for
Columbia Summary Judgment and Appendix of Testimony and Exhibits to the
Record Cited in Complainant’s Reply in Support of Its Motion to Strike

Charlotte

Greensboro
' Respondent’s Amended Answer. Please return a copy of each, clocked-in,
Greenvile to me via our courier.
Hilton Head

Myrte Beach Each of the items attached to the Appendixes were previously file with the

Commission and are part of the Record and as such were not attached to
the Memoranda filed on February 27, 2006. Aiken Electric is filing the
Appendixes to aid the Commissioners and Hearing Officer during their

review of the Briefs.

By copy of this letter and as evidenced by the attached Certificate of Service,
we are serving counsel of record with a copy of the above documents.

Thank you for your consideration.

1441 Main Street Y, 00>:253.8275
Suite 1500 (29201)  F 803.253.8277
PO Drawer 2426 E MManos@nexsenpruet.com
Columbia, SC 29202 Nexsen Pruet Adams Kieemeier, LLC
www.nexsenpruet.com Attorneys and Counselors at Law
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Charles L.A. Terreni
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With best regards, | am

Very truly yours,

Marcus A. Manos

MAM /vim

Enclosures

cc w/encl.: Mitchell M. Willoughby, Esquire
James B. Richardson, Jr., Esquire
Shannon Bowyer Hudson, Esquire
Wendy B. Cartledge, Esquire
Patricia Banks Morrison, Esquire
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AIKEN ELECTRIC COOPERATIVE, INC., LE T
S

Complainant,

VS.
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
SOUTH CAROLINA ELECTRIC & GAS

COMPANY,

Respondent.

The undersigned certifies that a copy of the Appendix Of Testimony
And Exhibits To The Record Cited In Aiken Electric Cooperative, Inc.’s
Memorandum In Support Of Motion For Summary Judgment has been
served upon counsel of record via clectronic mail and hand-delivering a copy of
the same on the 1st day of March, 2006, to the addresses shown below.

Mitchell M. Willoughby, Esquire/Randolph R. Lowell, Esquire
/Paige J. Gossett, Esquire
WILLOUGHBY & HOEFER, P.A.
1022 Calhoun Street, Suite 302
Post Office Box 8416
Columbia, South Carolina 29202-8416

Patricia Banks Morrison, Esquire
SOUTH CAROLINA ELECTRIC & GAS CO.
1426 Main Street, MC 130
Columbia, South Carolina 29201



James B. Richardson, Jr., Esquire
RICHARDSON & BIRDSONG
1229 Lincoln Street
Columbia, South Carolina 29201

Shannon Bowyer Hudson, Esquire
Wendy B. Cartledge, Esquire
OFFICE OF REGULATORY STAFF
1441 Main Street, Suite 300
Post Office Box 11263
Columbia, South Carolina 29211
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APPENDIX OF TESTIMONY AND=
vs. EXHIBITS TO THE RECORD CITED IN
COMPLAINANT’S REPLY IN SUPPORT

OF ITS MOTION TO STRIKE
RESPONDENT’S AMENDED ANSWER

Complainant,

South Carolina Electric & Gas
Company,
Respondent.

Pre-filed Direct Testimony of William Harbuck cited at page 6 of Brief
Pre-filed Direct Testimony of Gary Stooksbury cited at page 6 of Brief

Exhibit E to Gary Stooksbury Direct Testimony cited at page 6 of Brief
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DIRECT TESTIMONY
. OF
WILLIAM K. HARBUCK
ON BEHALF OF
SOUTH CAROLINA ELECTRIC & GAS COMPANY

DOCKET NO. 2003-273-E

PLEASE STATE YOUR NAME AND BUSINESS ADDRESS.

My name is William K. Harbuck, and my business address is 1615
Clinton Street, Bamwell, South Carolina.
BY WHOM ARE YOU EMPLOYED AND IN WHAT CAPACITY?

| am employed as a local manager in the Westem District for South
Carolina Electric & Gas Company.
DESCRIBE YOUR EDUCATIONAL BACKGROUND AND BUSINESS
EXPERIENCE.

| graduated from Allendale-Fairfax High School in 1974. | then
attended three semesters of college at USC-Salkahatchie. In April 1976, l
went to work for SCE&G as a lineman working out of the ADenmark, South
Carolina office. Over the last thity years | have received various
promotions from lineman to lead lineman, then to line supervisor, then to
my current position as local manager.
WILL YOU BRIEFLY SUMMARIZE YOUR DUTIES WITH SOUTH

CAROLINA ELECTRIC & GAS COMPANY?
1



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

As a local manager, | am responsible for the construction,
operation, and maintenance of the distribution system in what is referred
to as the Barnwell local area, which includes the area where the Hunter-
Kinard-Tyler School (“HKT School”) is located. When | served as a line
supervisor in 1995 during the construction of the facilities to serve the HKT
School, | was responsible for the construction and maintenance of
distribution lines.

MR. HARBUCK, WHAT IS THE PURPOSE OF YOUR TESTIMONY IN
THIS PROCEEDING?

The purpose of my testimony in this proceeding is to explain the
physical facilities, both generally and specifically, uséd by SCE&G to
provide electric service to the HKT School in Orangeburg County, South
Carolina.

ARE YOU AWARE OF HOW SCE&G CAME TO SERVE THE HKT
SCHOOL?

No. | was not involved in any decision about whether to provide
service to the HKT School. | had heard that ah ﬁéw school was being built
in the area, and | knew that SCE&G was competing with Aiken
Cooperative to provide service to the school. The District Manager at the
time was Mike Cherry, and | understand that the school board had
selected SCE&G to provide service and Mr. Cherry told me it would be my

job to construct the facilities necessary to serve the school.
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WHAT WAS YOUR ROLE IN PROVIDING ELECTRIC SERVICE TO THE
HKT SCHOOL?

| was responsible for the construction of the facilities. | was
provided with a design by an SCE&G district engineer and | implemented
that design by constructing the facilities necessary to provide service to
the school.

PLEASE DESCRIBE THE SPECIFIC FACILITIES USED BY SCE&G TO
PROVIDE SERVICE TO THE HKT SCHOOL FROM THE LINE.

SCE&G provides service to the HKT School from a 46 kilovolt
(“kV") electric line running between the towns of Springfield and Norway
(“Line”). To serve the HKT School from this Line, SCE&G placed a step-
down transformer on a fence-enclosed concrete pad off of the highway.
This transformer is used to step-down the voltage. While the transformer
could have been placed on a pole, placing the transformer in a fence-
enclosed area provides easier access for maintenance and also
decreases the risk that an accident on the highway would disrupt power to
the school, as it might if the transformer had been mounted on a pole near
the highway and a car struck the pole.

Overhead lines operating at 23kV were constructed, and a primary
meter is located on the first pole where the 23kV line was constructed
from the transformer. Pursuant to the school's request, the lines were
then placed underground to run underneath Highway 332 to HKT School.
All of the lines on the school grounds are underground for safety reasons

3
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and aesthetics. Pad-mounted transformers were also installed at the
school building and at the athletic field to further step down the voltage to
a service level for delivery to the School. The underground lines loop
around the school premise and cross back under the highway and emerge
above ground on the other side of Highway 332 from HKT School and
connect to the overhead line where the loop is completed. This service
configuration is shown on the diagram attached to my testimony as Exhibit
No. __ (WKH-1).

HOW DO THESE FACILITIES FUNCTION TO PROVIDE RELIABLE
SERVICE TO THE HKT SCHOOL?

The facilities provide redundancy and reliability to the HKT School.
Power flows from the 46kV Line via overhead lines through the meter and
is directed through the underground lines undemneath the road to the
school, around the school premise, and then back under the highway to
the overhead lines. In the event of a break in the line, power can be
redirected to flow from the dpposite direction to provide power to the HKT
School.

HAS SCE&G SERVED ANY OTHER CUSTOMERS DIRECTLY OFF OF
THE SPRINGFIELD-NORWAY LINE?

Yes. | am personally aware that in the 1980s SCE&G served the
C&S Farms irrigation system directly from the same Line that is currently
directly serving HKT School, as further evidenced by the documents
showing a contract for service to C&S Farms and the work order showing

4



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

the 46kV transformer bank to be installed, attached as.Exhibit No. __
(WKH-2). | personally maintained, serviced, and eventually removed the
transformer bank serving C&S Farms. Additionally, SCE&G currently
provides electric service from this Line to the Town of Norway for a lift
station to provide sewer service to the HKT School, the South Caroliné
Department of Transportation for a warning light, and the Norfield Medical
Clinic, which is located across the highway from the HKT School.
HAVE YOU MEASURED THE DISTANCE FROM THE LINE TO THE
HKT SCHOOL PREMISE?

Yes. Measuring from the outside conductor of the 46kV Line, the
HKT School premise is partially within 300 feet of the Line.
WHAT IS THE SIGNIFICANCE OF THE 300-F00f MEASUREMENT?

| understand that in general SCE&G has the right to serve any
customer located within its assigned territory or any custdmer located
partially or wholly within 300 feet of any electric line shown on an A-sheet.
WHAT IS AN A-SHEET?

| A-sheets are detail maps showing electric lines or territorial

boundaries. The “A-sheets” show in greatér detail those electrié lines
which have corridor rights under territorial assignment.
IS THE 46kV LINE BETWEEN SPRINGFIELD AND NORWAY ON THE
TERRITORIAL ASSIGNMENT MAP AND ON AN A-SHEET? |

Yes. | identified Highway 332 and Snake Swamp Road, which are
located near the HKT School, on the key map, found the corresponding

5
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detail “A-sheet,” which is sheet number 9 of 23 in series £5,839, and
located the 46kV line on the detail “A-sheet.” The key map ‘keys”
individual A-sheets to a portion of the larger county map showing territorial
assignment and the lines of electric suppliers. | drew a diagram of the
HKT School and the service configuration on a copy of the detail “A-
sheet,” which is attached as Exhibit No. ___ (WKH-3). While | did not
verify the location to scale, this is a fair approximation of the HKT School's
location.

DID SCE&G PROVIDE TEMPORARY POWER FOR THE
CONSTRUCTION OF THE HKT SCHOOL?

Yes. | supervised construction of the facilities to provide temporary
service to M.B. Kahn as the general contractor for construction of the HKT
School. We provided that power off of the 46kV Line.

DOES THIS CONCLUDE YOUR TESTIMONY?

Yes.
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BEFORE
THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF
SOUTH CAROLINA

DOCKET NO. 2003-273-E

IN RE:
Aiken Electric Cooperative, Inc., )
)
Complainant/Petitioner, .- )
' ) PREFILED TESTIMONY OF

Vvs. )

) GARY STOOKSBURY
South Carolina Electric & Gas Co., )
)
Defendant/Respondent. )

> R = R xR

Please state your name and your business address for the Commission.

Gary Stooksbury, Aiken Electric Cooperative, Inc., Post Office Box 417, 2790 Wagener
Road, Aiken, South Carolina, 29802.

What is your position with Aiken Electric Cooperative?

I am Chief Executive Officer of Aiken Electric Cooperative.

How long have you been yvith Aiken Electric Cooperative?

I have been with Aiken Electric since 1995.

What are your duties as Chief Executive Officer?

I am ultimately responsible for the day-to-day operations of the business and supervise
and direct the business activities of the Cooperative.

What do you intend to testify about?

I will testify regarding SCE&G’s illegal electric service to the Hunter Kinard Tyler
School site.

Is the Hunter Kinard Tyler School located within Aiken Electric’s service territory?
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Yes, the school is located within what we refer to as green territory or Cooperative
territory.

Does SCE&G have a right to serve a premises located within Cooperative territory?
No. SCE&G only has a right to serve a premises in Aiken Electric’s territory if it has a
corridor right or an agreement.

What is your understanding of corridor rights?

It is my understanding that an electric provider has corridor rights through another
provider’s assigned territory so long as the line meets the statutory definition of a
distribution line. The definition requires that a line carrying greater than 25kV but less
than 48kV must meet one of the standards. Either it was used primarily as a distribution
line on July 1, 1969, or the eiectric suppliers in the area agree it is a distribution line, or
the Commission issues an order determining it is a distribution line.

Are you famiiiar with the tract of land containing the Hunter Kinard Tyler School
premises?

Yes. I have visited the Hunter Kinard Tyler School site several times. Aiken Electric
provided temporary power to the School.

Are you familiar with A-Sheets?

Yes, A-Sheets are maps that represent each utility’s transmission and distribution lines in
given areas as the lines existed at the time of territorial assignment.

Have you reviewed the A-Sheet that contains the Hunter Tyler School premises and
which is marked as Exhibit A to your testimony?

Yes, I have reviewed the A-Sheet that contains the Hunter Kinard Tyler School.

Does Exhibit A accurately depict the lines as of the time of territorial assignment?
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Yes, to the best of my knowledge the A-Sheet accurately reflects the transmission and
distribution lines as they existed at the time of territorial assignment.

What evidence does Aiken Electric have that demonstrates that SCE&G is unable to
legally serve the school?

The line on the A-Sheet that SCE&G attempts to derive corridor rights from was a 44kV
to 46kV bulk power transmission line at the time of territorial assignment.

How do you reach that conclusion?

The line is labeled 44kV to 46kV and there are no service spurs to premises within the
mapped area. Additionally, SCE&G had to build facilities to serve the school and ball
field.

What is the significance of a service spur?

A service spur indicates that the electric provider was actually serving a premises or
customer off of the line. For example, the A-Map illustrates two Aiken Electric service
spurs to premises existing as of July 1, 1969. This means that Aiken Electric was at least
serving two customers off of the Aiken Electric line at the time of territorial assignment.
On the other hand, looking at the SCE&G line, there are no service spurs which leads me
to believe that SCE&G did not serve customers off of the line. Therefore, although the
line existed in 1969, it does not carry corridor rights as it was not serving customers or
premises at the time of territorial assignment.

Are you also familiar with the A-Map for the section of Highway 332 heading
towards Norway adjacent to the one we were just viewing?

Yes [ am.

What is Exhibit B to your testimony?
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This is the A-Sheet for the portion of 332 adjacent to Hunter Kinard Tyler School

heading towards Norway, South Carolina. As you can see, there are no secondary lines
or service spurs off of the 46kV on the other side of the highway, the Aiken Electric
Cooperative line has numerous secondary lines or service spurs showing where
individual residential or commercial services have been connected to the line. These
maps from 1969, confirmed my understanding that the 44kV or 46kV lines in that area in
the SCE&G system were primarily used for transmission and were not serving customers
at the time of territorial assignment.

What other evidence does Aiken have that illustrates that SCE&G does not have a
corridor within 300 feet of the school?

SCE&G has approached Aiken Electric with an agreement to assert corridor rights off of
the transmission line.

Does Exhibit C accurately reflect that unsigned agreement?

Yes. In Paragraph 6 of the proposed agreement, SCE&G specifically states that
“SCE&G agrees that its 44kV line is a transmission line and that it will not assert corridor
rights off of the 44kV line and that SCE&G will not extend the current 23kV distribution
line any further than the currenf length of the 23kV line.” An agreement was never
reached as I did not agree with the c;ontention that a transmission line could carry corridor
rights. To date, I am not aware of any evidence that supports SCE&G’s contention that
the subject line is a distribution line carrying corridor rights. It may be a distribution line
today; however, in 1969, it was a transmission line.

Has Aiken Electric ever agreed or acquiesced to SCE&G that the subject

transmission line carries a corridor?
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No, in fact, Aiken Electric has always contended that SCE&G does not have a corridor
off of the referenced transmission line. On November 7, 1997, I wrote a letter to Mr.
Thomas Arthur, then General Counsel for SCE&G, outlining Aiken Electric’s position
that the line was a 44kV bulk transmission line at the time of territorial assignment, and
as such, carried no corridor rights. In support of my letter, I referred Mr. Arthur to the

Blue Ridge Electric Cooperative v. Duke case (PSC Order No. 97-819) that held that the

Duke line was a transmission line at the time of territorial assignment and, accordingly,
did not have corridor rights. See Exhibit D (PSC Order and South Carolina Supreme
Court Order).

Is Exhibit E a true and correct copy of that letter?

Yes.

Did SCE&G respond to your letter?

Yes, three years later on November 8, 2000, SCE&G responded to my 1997 letter.

Is Exhibit F a true and correct copy of that response letter?

Yes.

How did SCE&G reply?

SCE&G stated that they were aware of the case and had filed an appeal.

Did the South Carolina Supreme Court ever address the Blue Ridge Electric

Cooperative v. Duke case (PSC Order No. 97-819)?

Yes, it is my understanding that the PSC’s decision that I referred to in my 1997 letter to
SCE&G was affirmed and that the South Carolina Supreme Court ruled that a 46kV line
can only be a distribution line if the parties either agree or the line was used as a

distribution line as of July 1, 1969.
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Has Aiken Electric ever agreed with SCE&G that the subject line is a distribution
line? |

No.

Has Aiken Electric ever agreed with- SCE&G that the Orangeburg County
territorial assignment map is a binding contract that only reflects distribution lines
in existence as of July 1, 1969?

No, Aiken Electric has not. According to our Supreme Court, territorial assignment maps
contain both transmission and distribution lines. Prior to SCE&G’s line upgrade and at
the time of territorial assignment, the subject line was a bulk transmission line similar to
the line in the Duke case in that it too did not serve a customer or premises. Neither line
carries a corridor as both lines were bulk transmission lines at the time of territorial
assignment.

Has Aiken Electric ever conceded that SCE&G’s service to the Hunter Kinard Tyler
School is proper?

No. In fact, in reviewing Aiken Electric’s business records, it appears that Aiken Electric
opposed SCE&G’s attempts to create corridor rights off of the bulk transmission line.
For example on May 10, 1971, Ed Thompson, the General Manager of Aiken Electric,
wrote to SCE&G to document SCE&G’s attempts to monopolize the territorial
assignment negotiation process by building duplicate or additional lines within Aiken’s
territory in order to later assert service rights because SCE&G wanted “growing room”
and did not want to be frozen in the current situation as it existed at the time of territorial
assignment. On June 7, 1971, B.E.B. Snowden, on behalf of Aiken Electric drafted a

memorandum documenting the same problems.
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Does Exhibit G reflect an accurate copy of that letter?

Yes.

Does Aiken Electric regularly keep copies of such records in the ordinary course of
it business?

Yes.

Who was B.E.B. Snowden?

Mr. Snowden was an electrical engineer .with Southern Engineering Company of
Georgia. At the time of territorial assignment, Southern Engineering and Mr. SnoWden
were working on behalf of Aiken Electric Cooperative.

What is Southern Engineering?

Southern Engineering was an engineering firm retained by Aiken Electric during the
territorial assignment time period. Southern prepared several documents, memorandums,
and letters for Aiken Electric throughout the territorial assignment peﬁod.

What was the purpose of Mr. Snowden’s memo?

It is my understanding that it was written to document the negotiation sessions between
Aiken Electric and SCE&G.

Does the memorandum refer to the 44kV transmission line that SCE&G later
upgraded to serve the Hunter Tyler School?

Yes, in fact, Page 2 of the memorandum specifically states that E&G-wished to leave the
subject territory (the school area) unassigned “due to the fact that E&G has a

transmission line which at some point in the future they would hope to use as distribution.

Does Exhibit H reflect an accurate copy of that memorandum?

Yes.
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Was this memorandum drafted on behalf of Aiken electric for Aiken Electric’s
benefit?

Yes, it was sent to Mr. James Bell in order to document the territorial negotiation process.
Is Exhibit I an accurate copy of Mr. Snowden’s memorandum dated April 21, 1971?
Yes. This letter also reflects that SCE&G wanted “a vast amount of unassigned proposed
between towns and particularly along 44kV lines.”

Is Exhibit J an accurate copy of Mr. Snowden’s memorandum dated August 20,
1971?

Yes. This memorandum reflected some of the difficulties encountered when negotiating
with SCE&G for territory in Orangeburg County.

Does Aiken Electric regularly keep such records in the ordinary scope of it
business?

Yes, such letters are saved, typically archived.

Did Southern Engineering archive and store Aiken’s documents through
approximately the year 2000?

Yes, Southern Engineering archived the documents, memorandums and letters that it
prepared for Aiken Electric.

Is Southern Engineering still in existence today?

Southern Engineering was purchased by Clough Harbour & Associates in the fall of
2000. At that time of acquisition, Southern Engineering agreed to transfer all the
Cooperatives’ territoriél assignment and related records to Central Electric Power
Cooperative for safekeeping and preservation, this included Aiken’s historic documents

relating to territorial assignment.
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Were the documents delivered to Central in their historic condition?

Yes, there was nothing about the documents that would lead me to believe that the
documents were not authentic.

Why were the documents sent to Central?

Since Central is a transmission and generation cooperative, it made sense that Central
would continue to store the documents in one central location on behalf of the
Cooperatives.

Have the documents been in existence for over 20 years?

Yes, in fact most of the documents date back more than thirty years.

Did Southern and Central regularly keep Aiken’s territorial assignment records in
the ordinary scope of their business?

Yes, in fact Aiken requested that they do so.

Did Aiken Electric recently inspect Central’s records relating to territorial
assignment in the Orangeburg County area surrounding the Hunter Kinard Tyler
School?

Yes. I inspected Aiken’s materials at Central, made copies of the materials relating to
territorial assignment, then took possession of the copies of the documents and returned
the originals. At no time did I remove the original documents from Central’s possession
and control.

SCE&G has alleged in the past that Aiken Electric has failed to follow Régulation
103-304 in the past, are you aware of whether SCE&G complied with Regulation
103-304 in this case?

It is my understanding that they have not.
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Why did Aiken Electric wait until September 17, 2003 to file its petition against
SCE&G in this case?

Aiken Electric has always maintained that SCE&G’s service to the Hunter Kinard School
was improper. Additionally, Aiken Electric was awaiting the ruling from the Supreme
Court in the Blue Ridge/Duke Case.

Did you relay your concerns to SCE&G via letter?

Yes. I drafted a letter to SCE&G in 1997 relating to my concerns over the school. It is
attached to my pre-filed testimony as Exhibit E.

When did SCE&G reply to your letter?

Despite numerous attempts to get a reply, SCE&G took three years to respond to me in
writing. As is discussed earlier, in 2000, SCE&G finally informed me that they did not
believe that the Duke Blue Ridge case was the law of the land as the case was on appeal.
The 2000 response letter is attached to my pre-filed testimony as Exhibit F

Is it your understanding thaf the Duke Blue Ridge case is now the law of the land
concerning whether a line was a distribution line at the time of territorial
assignment?

Yes, it is my understanding that the South Carolina Supreme Court issued the their final
opinion on January 24, 2001..

How did Blue Ridge Duke impact your understapding of corridor rights?

It is my understanding that an electric provider has corridor rights through another
provider’s assigned territory so long as the line meets the statutory deﬁn‘itio‘n of a

distribution line and was actually used as a “distribution line” prior to July 1, 1969.

10



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

From your review of the maps, was SCE&G’s 44-46KkV line used for distribution
power at the time of territorial assignment?

No. I do not see any distribution service drops. Rather, the line appears to transfer bulk
transmission power between two substations.

After the South Carolina Supreme Court issued the Blue Ridge Duke Opinion what
did you do?

After reviewing the case, Aiken realized that it now had a cause of action against SCE&G
as the Duke Blue Ridge ruling became the law of the land. Not only was the service to
Hunter Kinard Tyler School improper, it was illegal.

Do you understand that Aiken signed the map and because of this SCE&G contends
that the A-Map operates as a contract?

Yes, however maps are known to have errors, and I am not aware of any precedent
indicating that A-Maps are binding contracts. It is my understanding that the maps are
simply illustrative of how all lines existed at the time of territorial assignment, not just
distribution lines.

Are you aware of any specific errors in dealing with A-Maps?

I am familiar with a line that was left of an A- Map in Palmetto Electric Cooperative’s
Territory. I believe the Cooperative was entitled to serve the premises as the line that
was left off the map was a distribution line with service drops and spurs at the time of
territorial assignment.

Are you familiar with the SCE&G v. Palmetto Electric Cooperative PSC case?

Yes, it is my understanding that SCE&G contented that the A-Maps were binding

contracts in that case.
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Are you familiar with the PSC’s ruling in that matter?

Yes, it is my understanding that the PSC and circuit court ruled that A-Maps were not
binding contracts. I have attached a copy of the PSC and Circuit court order to rny pre-
filed testimony as Exhibit D.

Are you aware that the A-Map states that it contains distribution lines?

Yes, however, the A-Map does not state that it does not contain transmission lines.
Rather, I believe the map contains all lines as evidenced by the fact that SCE&G’s
transmission line appears on the map in this case. Additionally, I am aware of a Blue
Ridge/Duke incident where an A-Map contained transmission lines. I have attached a
copy of the Blue Ridge/ Duke case to my pre-field testimony as Exhibit D (PSC Order
and South Carolina Supreme Court Order).

Is it your understanding that A-Maps contain both transmission and distribution
lines?

Yes, that is my understanding from the Blue Ridge /Duke case.

%& St6oksbury <
"Chief Executive Officer
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= Aiken Electric

Cooperative, Inc.

PO. Bor 417 « 2790 Wagcner Road
Aikea, South Carolina 29802-0417
(803) 649-6245 « FAX (803) 648-9868

November 7, 1997

Mr. Thomas Arthur

General Qouase!

South Carolina Beatric & Gas Company
Columbia, SC 29218

Dear Mr. Arthur:

' I am writing to express our disapproval with SCEAG's actions to serve the Norway Medical Clinic i
, Ocaageburg County. nmmumwmmmmmd«t
MenBecui:Coomauembefo:mdmtatelegalacﬂm. -

ntwmmmmtmsemmmmmymawmnmum
mnmmw&mmmwmmm. Alken

I acn endasing amwﬁemmmmdedshmw

» {Ocder No. 97-819), which held that Duke Power
Company could nat assert cocridor rights from s 444V transmission fiae. Specifically, the PSC
dzlnd,\nedoadbdhve&e&mhm@m&adbbﬁxﬂmhemﬂadmfadsdmemhm
& a tr_arsmission lne (enphass addad). “The Comrmiission further held, *...we do not believe that

therefore hold that there is no axvilor thraugh Biue Ridge territy In this case.” Cleady, the
Cormission’s rufing malatains that a 44KV transmission fiae does nat give rise to corvidor rights.

@mﬂm%mmwmmmwmmewkhasmmm
mmmmamwmmmmmacﬁmsmmmuymmmw
Medical Clinic. SCE&G’sfalutemsoce&wﬂﬁxo:usmsmpﬂtesemwuaaMua.

Itxustyouv«ilnwewsywrim\edlateattendoaandmntaausmd' A

%{&ponddﬁ-‘f _’{" -

Sincerely, [ —
M \

Eaccutive Vice President | .
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